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Dear Commission Members,

This letter is written in protest to the proposed route of the Tehachapi Renewable Transmission
Project through the cities of Chino and Chino Hills. IMVe are regularly attending members of
Inland Hills Church and we oppose the 500 Kv power lines planned to run through this church
campus. Inland Hills Church is a growing and vital part of our community and the presence of the
large towers and the 500 Kv lines would definitely impact our church's ability to attract new
membership and to grow.

We share in the church’s desire for SCE to find a better route for these transmission lines, a route
that would not impact the lives of the people in the community and the campus of Inland Hills
Church. Qur church campus is a warm and welcoming place and we believe that the large tower
and the presence of these lines would hinder that environment for us all. Most importantly, we do
not want the risk of such high voltage lines over our families and children while we are on
campus.

We currently experience busy weekend services and the parking on campus can be difficult. We
understand that should these lines be erected, Inland Hills Church would be required to shut
down one of its parking areas, decreasing the total number of available parking spaces on our
campus. This is unacceptable to us and we would hate to see our church lose any part of the
property that we have worked hard to build, especially valuable parking spaces.

It is unimaginable that SCE would attempt to impact the lives of so many people in our community
with this proposed route. We think the City of Chino Hills has proposed a viable alternative route,
one that we and our Church whole heartedly support. Please do not allow SCE to build the lines
along their proposed route and force them to re-route the lines away from our communities and
Inland Hills Church. Thank you for hearing our concerns.

Sincerely,
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Response to Comment Sets C.156 through C.359:

C.156-1

C.156-2

C.156-3

C.156-4

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Your comments will be shared with federal decision-
makers who are reviewing the Project. Potential disturbance associated with the construction
of the proposed Project is discussed throughout the Draft EIR/EIS and the adverse visual
impacts of the Project are discussed in detail in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.14.

Thank you for your comment. Effects on the quality of life are discussed in Section 3.12 of
the Draft EIR/EIS and can be taken into consideration by federal decision-makers who are
reviewing the Project. In addition, the Draft EIR/EIS addresses several topics relevant to land
use, including impacts related to visual resources, noise, traffic, land use, recreation, public
services, electric and magnetic fields, property values, and air quality.

Under SCE’s Easement Policy (Rev. 1, July 7, 2008), it is stated that “Buildings and other
permanent structures, both above ground and underground are prohibited within SCE’s
ROW’s. Examples of permanent structures are pipelines, concrete slabs (i.e., parking lots),
foundations, vaults, decks, detention basins, pools, and anything else that is not portable and
easily moveable.” In SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy, it states that SCE “will permit
secondary uses of its transmission rights-of-way only when these secondary land uses do not
conflict with current or projected first priority use, as determined by the company’s
Transmission and Distribution Business Unit (TDBU). Such uses will be low intensity in
nature....Other possible low-intensity projects include short-term or overflow parking lots or
equestrian stables. Since these are not the preferred uses, SCE will not actively pursue these
uses but will consider them on a case-by-case basis.” Previously existing land uses, such as
parking lots, that may conflict with SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy and Transmission Line
Right of Way Requirements will be reviewed by SCE on a case-by-case basis. It should be
noted that SCE is currently working towards a system-wide policy regarding land uses under
500-kV transmission lines; however, this policy is not yet in place. Thank you for expressing
your opinion. Your comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers who are
reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment supporting the alternative proposed by the City of Chino Hills.
The CPUC, Forest Service, SCE, City of Chino Hills, and California Department of Parks
and Recreation have worked together during the Draft EIR/EIS process to identify issues and
alternatives, and to analyze the impacts of alternatives. The CPUC has considered the
proposed Project. However, no decisions have been made by the Forest Service to approve
any alternative and no recommendations have been made in the Draft EIR/EIS for approval of
any alternative.
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